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PLAYING WITH FIRE 


Next week we will take a 
closer look at the overall! 
platforms of the two great 
parties. Meantime, one of the 
subjects which caused many 
headaches at both political 
conventions was something 
called ‘civil rights.’ We 
shall hear more about this as 
the campaign proceeds, so let 
us see if we can straighten 
out a few fundamental! ideas 
on this issue. 

First, the phrase ‘civil 
rights’ has no real meaning. 
It has become a catch-all 
slogan to include all sorts 


of things which are not rights 
but privileges - privileges 
which must be earned, not 
granted to certain favored 
groups by the government. 

Second, our Constitution 
recognizes that the people, 
and the sovereign states of 
the American Union, have 
certain basic rights which 
government cannot touch. 
There is only one legal and 
lawful way in which the fed- 
eral government can interfere 
with the rights of the states 
or the people in the states. 
That is to change the charter 








under which the national gov- 
ernment operates — which 
means to amend the Constitu- 
tion. And this can be done 
only with the approval of 
three-fourths of the states. 

This whole subject of so- 
called ‘civil rights’ has 
become mixed up with the 
position of the southern 
states on the Negro question. 
But actually, it concerns the 
freedom of every American, 
including all those minority 
groups to whom the politicians 
are always making love. For 
instance, certain politicians 
tell us how awful is the 
policy of segregated schools. 
But the basic issue is not 
segregation or integration in 
the schools. The basic issue 
is that the federal government 
has no right under the Con- 
stitution to interfere in any 


AN AMERICAN DOCTRINE 


Ever since President Eisen- 
hower had his run-in with 
Boss Khrushchev about Cuba 
and the Monroe Doctrine, I 
have had a numberof inquiries 
on this subject. They ask: 
What is the Monroe Doctrine? 
Is it a law? When did it 
start? Has it been used be- 
fore? Does it mean we have to 
go to war to keep Castro from 
handing Cuba to Soviet Pussia? 


to 


way in the school systems of 
the states. It never will 
have, no matter what a packed 
Supreme Court says to the 
contrary, unless and until 
it is granted that right by 
amendment to the Constitution. 

The big point is that we 
are playing with fire in let- 
ting the government seemingly 
‘give’ us rights - civil or 
otherwise. What the govern- 
ment gives, it can also take 
away. The time could come, as 
it has in totalitarian govern- 
ments, when the supposed 
beneficiaries of these federal 
gifts discover that unre- 
stricted government is an 
Indian-giver. Nobody has a 
greater stake in keeping the 
government out of this so- 
called ‘civil rights’ field 
than the very minorities whom 
the do-gooders pretend to help 


Most of these questions, as 
nearly as I can judge, come 
from younger citizens. This 
is certainly a sad commentary 
on the teaching of American 
history in our schools since 
the modern educationists took 
over. So if older readers ~ 
who really got educated when 
they went to school - will 
bear with me, here is a brief 
explanation of the history 
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Doctrine. 

The Monroe Doctrine is nam- 
ed after President James 
Monroe. It is not a law, but 
a statement of American 
policy. However, as we shall 
see, it has been given the 
effect of law because of 
certain treaties made between 
the United States and our 
Latin American neighbors. The 
Doctrine itself is 137 years 
old. It was first proclaimed 
by President Monroe in 1823. 
At that time, the American 
Republic was only 34 years 
old - a young, weak nation 
with little military power. 
Yet it undertook to tell the 
world — and this is the gist 
of the Doctrine - that it 
would not stand for any in- 


tervention or further colon- 
ization by European powers in 
the Western Hemisphere. Oddly 
enough, when President Monroe 
proclaimed the Doctrine, he 
was aiming, among others, at 
Russia — Czarist Pussia. 

At the time, the United 
States was faced with two 
foreign problems. Czarist 
Russia had her eye on the un- 
settled northwestern portion 
of the United States. To the 
south of the young American 
Republic, the Latin American 
countries had recently re- 
volted against Spanish domin- 
ation. The United States 
recogni zed their independence. 
But over in Europe, the mis- 
named Holy Alliance — made up 
of Pussia, Prussia and Austria 
~ was licking its chops. It 
saw a chance to step in and 
take over the former Spanish 
colonies in Latin America. 
The British, on the other 
hand, did not like the idea 
because they had a good-sized 
trade with Latin America 
which they were afraid would 
be stopped. So the British 
Foreign Minister - looking 
after strictly British inter- 
ests, as usual - proposed 
that the United States and 
Great Britain issue a joint 
statement telling the Holy 
Alliance to keep out of Latin 
America. But fortunately, the 








United States had a Secretary 
of State who was looking out 
for American interests. His 
name was John Quincy Adams. 
He advised President Monroe 
not to join with Britain, but 
to make a purely American 
declaration that the American 
continents were no longer to 
be colonized by European 
powers. On December 2, 1823, 
President Monroe stated to 
the world that if the European 
powers made any attempt ‘to 
extend their system to any 
portion of this Hemisphere,’ 
the United States would con- 
sider it ‘dangerous to our 
peace and safety.’ 

Over the years since then, 
the Monroe Doctrine has been 
more strongly implemented. It 
was challenged on several 


occasions by European powers, 
but never successfully. For a 
while, in the early part of 
this century, it came to be 
hated inLatin America because 
the United States, at least 
by implication, used it to 
interfere in the internal 
affairs of certain Latin 
American states. This happen- 
ed especially under President 
Theodore Roosevelt. But after 
that, the Doctrine was return- 
ed to its original intent, and 
the Latin American countries 
generally have been thankful 
that it protected them from 
foreign domination. Any 
current opposition to the 
Doctrine is sparked mostly by 
communist propaganda fanning 
out from Castro’s Cuba. 


CASTRO, CUBA AND KHRUSHCHEY 


In recent years the Doctrine 
has been strengthened, espe- 
cially with regard to the 
worldwide Soviet communist 
threat, by a number of agree- 
ments. There is, for instance, 
the Rio Pact. In this agree- 
ment, the American republics 
all pledge themselves to a 
common defense if the ‘po- 
litical independence of any 
American state’ is threatened. 
There are other agreements, 
among them the Caracas Reso- 


lution which declares that 
control of any of the Ameri- 
can states by the interna- 
tional communist movement is 
a threat to the peace of all. 

As to what can be done 
about Cuba, Castro and Khrush- 
chev under the Monroe Doctrine 
and these later agreements, 
there are many possibilities. 
Under the terms of the Rio 
Pact, for example,the United 
States and other Latin Ameri- 
can nations can recall the 


ws Aan Ss eee IT RG ert lapel OoOonrt & hm ~ 


we 


\“ 


heads of diplomatic missions, 
or break off diplomatic re- 
lations entirely. They can 
stop some or all economic 
relations. They can cut off 
telephone, telegraph, postal, 
sea, air and rail communica- 
tion. And, as a last resort, 
they can use armed force. 

So there is plenty we can 
do to keep Khrushchev’s big, 
fat hand out of the Western 
Hemisphere. Now that the 


President has told him in no 
uncertain terms that the 
Monroe Doctrine is very much 
alive, the use of armed force 
probably will be unnecessary. 
But even if it came to that, 
this is undoubtedly one case 
where the majority of people 
in both hemispheres would be 
solidly behind whatever action 
their governments took to keep 
international communism out of 
this area. - John T. Flynn 


Foregoing items covered in Mutual network broadcast 7/31/60 
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BOOK APPETIZER 


There is a good old American theory (and practice) that the 
best way to test the value of a product is to sample it. And 
food for the mind being no less important than food for the 
body, we bring you from time to time, by special permission 
of the publishers, brief excerpts - call them appetizers if 
you will — from interesting and significant books previously 
reviewed in America’s Future. The following is from W. D. 
Workman, Jr.’s THE CASE FOR THE SOUTH, 309 pages (Devin- 
Adair, N.Y.), $5.00 — reviewed AF 1/29/60: 


“It is to the credit of 
Southern newspapers that they 
have, in notably full degree, 
given fair and complete cov- 
erage to the developments of 
racial integration and re- 
sistance. ..By contrast, non- 
Southern newspapers have not 
accorded the racial question 
anything like the same degree 
of objective news coverage. 
Despite the preachments of 
their editors against ‘dis- 


crimination,’ they have been 
guilty of glaring discrimina- 
tion in their selection and 
portrayal of news events, 
North and South...The radio 
and television oracles apply 
the same techniques in their 
approach to pure reporting, 
to which they add another 
dimension (in the case of 
radio) and two more dimen- 
sions (in the case of tele- 
vision) by adroit selection 








of those persons to be seen 
or heard... 

‘*Southerners, despite their 
reputation as firebrands, 
have been remarkably placid 
in submitting to the unrelent- 
ing stream of abuse, vilifi- 
cation, ridicule and scorn 
poured over themin the press, 
in literature, on the stage, 
over the radio and television 
and in motion pictures. Mean- 
while, other identifiable 
groups of persons have been 
so prompt and so vociferous 
in registering protests 
against even a semblance of 
disrespect that we have now 
reached the point where the 
Southern white man is the 
handiest villain to have 
around... 

“In the field of news re- 
porting, the anti-Southern 
bias not only is damaging to 
the present by distorting the 
true state of affairs, but is 
of incalculable harm to the 
future historian who seeks to 
document what actually took 
place in these troubled years 
of the mid-twentieth century. 


*“*McCARTHYISM?”’ 


“The sanctimonious South- 
baiting editors who wear 
blinders on their telescopes 
to keep from seeing anything 
nearby while gazing South, 
got their come-uppance from 
one young Alabama editor who 
returned their fire with 
devastating effect. Grover C. 
Hall, Jr., editor of the 
Montgomery Advertiser, got 
fed up with playing host to 
throngs of visiting journal- 
ists who descended upon his 
city...Without attempting to 
cover up anything in Mont- 
gomery, in Alabama, or in the 
South, Hall sought to interest 
his visitors in reporting on 
racial friction in the North 
and West. Failing in that, he 
resolved to have the job done 
at least in some measure, by 
the Montgomery Advertiser it- 
self. What he and members of 
his staff learned, mostly by 
way of long-distance telephone 
calls, was eye-opening stuff, 
much of it well-hidden from 
the light of day insofar 
as the press itself was con- 
cerned...” 


“Far better that our diplomats stay at home and make the 
communists prove by deeds that their intentions have chang- 
ed. By meeting them at the summit, we simply present the 
communists with a sounding board off which their false peace 
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propaganda can reverberate throughout the world.” 
- Sen. Joseph R. McCarthy, June 16, 1955 


“Summit meetings as instruments for complex negotiations 
have also proved a practical failure - except for the Sov- 
iets. They have merely provided the Soviets with a summit 
propaganda forum.” ~N. Y. Times, May 22, 1960 


THE KEY 


‘We believe in the American way of life...in our repub- 
lican form of government. We have infinite faith that the 
American people, given the true facts of the case will, nine 
times out of ten, be correct in their judgments. But —‘given 
the true facts of the case’... 

“The quality of your reading matter is the key to your 
viewpoint. Is it pro-American or is it slanted by the one- 
worlders, the UN fanatics, the NAACP, the NOC, the fellow 
travelers or any of the dozens of organizations seeking so 
desperately to brainwash America?” 

- Bozeman (Mont.) Gallatin Co. TRIBUNE 


ITS ABSOLUTE LIMIT 


“The U.S. Supreme Court’s shaky five-to- four decision 
affirming the conviction of Russian master spy Col. Rudolph 
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Ivanovich Abel must have proved unnerving for many Americans. 

**Abel was sentenced to 30 years and fined $3,000 in 1957 
for conspiring to steal U.S. military secrets. The evidence 
against him was overwhelming. But the dissenting justices in 
the high court’s review of the case contended vital evidence 
against the spy had been seized in violation of the Fourth 
Amendment which prohibits unreasonable searches and seizures. 
The four dissenters were Chief Justice Earl Warren and Jus- 
tices Hugo L. Black, Wm. 0. Douglas and Wm. J. Brenna. 

‘In this instance, the dissenters appear to have stretched 
‘liberalism’ to its absolute limit.” 


- Elgin (Ill.) QOURTER-NEWS 
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